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GVNW Inc./Managoment (GVNW) submits these comments in response 10 the Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) released October 12, 1993, in PP Docket 93-253
mw«mm)dmommm
Biddi :

GVNW is a consalting fiem providing financial aed consulting services to independont
selephone companics. The majority of GVNW’s 200 client companics serve rural areas
and have made significant investments to provide guality sexvice to their subscribers.
Many of these companics’ service arcas are not being provided cellular service and we are
concerned that their castomers not be effectively denied PCS.

There is Nttle incentive for large scale licensess 99 sarve the rural arens. The large
size of the BTAs and MTAs and the must build psovision will attyact Jarge scale providers
capahle of serving a large portion of the BTA or MTA population base. These licensecs
will in all likelihood serve only the higher valuc metropalitan scbecribers. The cost to
serve the potential subscribers (“pops™) is higher in rural arcas than in metropolitan arcas,
meking metro pops move valuahle. Assuming equal penctration of the market in all
portions of the service area, economics dictate that the areas with the lowest cost per
subscriber be built first 10 maximize revenuc and minimize cost (nsually geographically
based). Mare costly areas are built Iater, if at all. At some point, it bocomes
uncconomical t0 serve areas with very low population density (¢.g.. rural areas). These
arcas will not receive service if profit is the driving factor. This is the reason that, while
CATYV passes over 90% of homes, much less than 90% of the guographic area of the U.S.
is sexved by CATV. This is analogous to the deployment of Equal Access. There was
linle financial incentive for large scale providers 1 provide Equal Access to the rural
arcas. For this reason, Equal Access was not brought to the rural subscribers of
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rural Independents. A recent example of this ssme patten is the curent trend of many
large scale providers in selling off their rural exchanges 1o avoid the cost of modemization,
and 10 concentrate on the move lucrative metropolisen areas. In the meantime, the rural
tolcos have been modernizing their exchanges in an effort 10 bring the benefits of high
quality stase of the art service to their subscribers. The mral selco is uniguely positioned
10 address thess cost/banefit challenges and to provide modern telecommunications
sarvices, including PCS 10 its customers. The Chief Counsel of advocacy of the U.S.
Small Business Administeation (SBA) pointed out that
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for PCS in rural arces, and therefore prohibising LECs from providing PCS
may reduce rural areas 10 second-class status in wireless communications. ™t

Cellular service is & geod expmnpie of whst conld happen if provisions are not
Included to facilitate ruval teico PCS service. Tie small companics were often
precluded from providing cellular to their own service areas becanee entirc MSAs and
RSAs were too large for an Independent to provide service so, roguiring more capital than
an ITC could reasonably be expected to raise. In onder to avoid being shut out from the
process entirely, many small companios acquired a minority partmership position bobind an
RBOC, GTE, or a managing partner corporation. For the most part, these partnerships
asked for several cash calls after the initial invessment, and showed little, if any, profit,
When the managing partaers offored to buy out the minarity partners, the small telcos
were faced with a decislon of cither accopting & reten on their investment, or continuing
0 pay into what, for tham, was an unprofitable parmership srrangement. This situstion
infinenced many to sell their interests. Many small slcos never realized the opportunity of
scrving their area with celinlar and their subscribars are without that sexvice today.

The proposed rules sheuld provide rursl taless the opportunity for providing PCS
service in their serving arens. The rules should avoid a situstion where the rural telco
must buy a license for an entire BTA or MTA cven though it may be primarily interested
in, and most capablc of, scrving only its own scrving area. This is & severe, anti-
competitive entry barrier reminiscent of some instances in the cellnlar industry. Secomdly,
the “must build” provision does not guarantee that ruml areas will ever have PCS. In fact,
it hampers the cfforts of rural telcos inmrestod in sexving their areas. The “must-build”
provision requires that the licensee serve increasing percentages (33%, 66%, 90%) of the
total population in its license area (BTA or MTA) over time, up t0 90% at 10 years.
Since the rural telephine company serving arca ganerally containg a very small percentage
of the total population of the 8 BTA or MTA, the rural subacribers have no assurance of
service availability. The proposed rules provide difficult barriars for mural telcos in the
short term due to the large initial investmen: for the license. Even if a license is secured .

1From RCC 93-451 Docket No. 90-314 page 50, para 120:
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an enormous expansion of the capabilities of & small business.

Analysis of the “must bulld” requirements

Even with the "must buiki” requirements proposed in the NPRM, (the successful Bidder
mmust be abie to offer service 10 33% of the populesion in a service ares, i.c. BTA or MTA,
in S years, 66% in 7 years, and 90% in 10 years.) thare src substantial rural areas that will
either not be built soon or will never be built usless the FOC either provides an economic
incentive 10 scrve these areas, or allows companies with a vesied intorest in thise areas to
scrve them.

In many cases, it is possible t0 meet the manduted must build requirements by
bullding only the nrhanised mstropolitan areas in a8 BTA or MTA. To show this,
GVNW has analyzed MTAs and BTAs in the westarn United Stasss. In order 10
approximate metropolitsn and rural areas, GVNW has used countics. Seo Schedule 1. All
data was based on the 1997 Commercial Atlas and Macketing Guide

From the analysis, it can bs.scent that, In shmost all the BTAs and MTAs examined, the
largest portien of the papuistion resides in 2 small portion of the geographic area.
Large rural geographic areas will not need o be built 30 moet the proposed must build
requirements. For cxample, in BTA 8, centeved asound the Albuguerque, NM
metropalitan ares, a provider could offer service 10 85.553% of the population of this
entire BTA by serving only the three metropolitan counties nesr Albuquenque out of the
12 counties in the BTA. The metropolitan counsies comprise anly 13.834% of the land
arca of the BRTA. Thus, based on economic considesations alone, 9 counties would
probably not be served until year 10. Even afier yoar 10, large portions of the BTA would
never be servod based on the proposed must bulld sequirements. Similsr population
distribution and hence, service arca coverage, exist in most western BTAs and MTAs. In
some very significant MTAs, such as Los Angales, a huge portion (98.726%) of the
population can be covered by scrving the mesropolitan arcas only. Half the land area
remains unsevved, including the rural inhahitants of these areas. In the case of this
particular MTA, the rural population that will not bo served is over 240,000 people.

Counties can provide ap approximate guide to distinguish betwoen metropolitan and rural
arcas. In many cases, however, not all of a county that bas been designated urban will be
served by a PCS provider based purely on econamic considerations. An example of this is
San Bemandino County, CA. This county stretches from the castern edge of the Los
Angcles Metropolitan srea to the Arizons/Nevada border. The western portion of the
county is highly uwrbanized, however, the castorn portion is very sparsely inhabited. The
westera portion of San Bernardino County will be built along with the rest of the Los
Angeles metropolitan area. The eastern area will probably not be built at all, since there is
no ecanomic reason for a provider based in Los Angeles to scrve the area, and the must
build rules for the BTA and MTA will be met whea the metropolitan Los Angeles area is
served. The areas not served may in fact be greater than indicated in GVNW's
comments.

nd McNailb




From this analysis, it is apparent that the propased must builld rules will not
guarantee deployment of PCS in the rural areas. Undar the proposed must build rules,

many rural areas will yemain "have nots” for portable communications.

Onc way to assure that raral arcas are sarved is to allow those companics with & vessed
inteyest in the rural areas %0 serve those arcas only. This could be accomplished by
pertitioning BTAs 10 allow a provider 5o scrve only those areas in which it has a business
have the resources and business focus to serve its smalier scrvice area well. By not having
t0 sexve the entire BTA, the rural provider would act have to became overextended by
scrving 2 metropalitan ares where it has neither $he resources, the expertise, nor the desire
to serve. Barring this aceangement, a lasrge provider with large area focus will serve rural
mwymmmwmmymmuwm
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This has boen proved trae by the history of cellnlar snd equal access, and all new
telecommunications service improvements.



1. Tho atsached Schedule T reficcts  population sad lend aree snslysis for scven wosten
Major Trading Arcas and ton Basic Trading Avess conmined thosein. The insnt is to
illustrate thet the population base is highly concentrased and that the must-build rules
will tend 1o anly be effective for the mewopoliten sebecriber. The must build rules will
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large companics. gégggggiag
smaller areas.

4. Independents should qualify for & prefiorence beoamse of two factars: they aye small
Egglaaag Aoccondingly, the Commission should adopt
proposals that ensuve the public interest defined by Congress is carried out. An
%ERE?E%SE&BEER




pertition the licenses srea peior to constraction by the succoesfal bidder. Under this

. peoposal, the Independent wouid be licensed ®0 serve in a partisioned aves consisting
of its service mon. The indupendent would be zeguived to pay a discounted pro rata
paortion of the succesafal bid on the bagis of 70% the auction cost per pop. The
mtional for the discount is that, as mentioned earlier, the cost of providing service
rural subsoribers is above the average cost per subsoriber, therefore the valus of the
rural fixnchies per pop is Jower. This may not be the correct diacouat, but some
discount is wacrsnted. This can be seen in the cellnlar indastry where low population
density rural ares liconses routinely sold for loss than the national average.

Outside of their sexvice areas, small wlcos should bs entitled o participate in the
bidding procees as a designated entity in oeder 0 promote the Congressional objective
of pramoting the participation of rural salcos and ssall businessss. In addision o
eligibility 1 participme in the hidding for PCS channel blocks C and D, the designated
groups should be emsitied to certain prufirences in bidding for any channel biook:
these prefarences include defixred payment of the hid price with interest rates that do
not excoed & defined national prime rase; 2 10% bid credit for sucoossful bids for
channel blocks not specifically designatod for the peference group (this will assist in
promoting the participation of the profirence geoups in bidding for the larger A and
should be used 10 prammots the sale of spectram 10 the prefosence groups subseguent

8. Our primary point is tigiggg

igﬁniig 0 bring quality cammunications seevice to
themn. In the case of the ruzal cooparatives their very existcnce is dus to the lack of

isto
. _gﬂlgrog%i‘g Adoption of this
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rural constituents through the participation of rural LECs within their respective
sarvice areas.

. Respectfully submitted,




SCHEDULE 1 : GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT 11/10/08

SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
PERCENT OF TOTAL
MYA/STA THAT I8
MAJOR IN METRO AREA
MTA.  BTA STATE ARBA POPULATION LAND AREA
27
8 MW ALBUQUERQUE, NM 85.553% 12.894%
TOTALMTA TX,NM, CO, AZ, UT EL PASO, TX 80.714% 25.501%
43 .
245 NV,AZ LAS VEGAS, NV D8.433% 14.761%
TOTALMTA CA. NV, AZ LOS ANGELES, CA 96.720% 50.000%
2 |
358 OR,WA PORTLAND, OR 87.401% 13.048%
. TOTALMTA OR. WA, CA PORTLAND, OR 84.352% 32.140%
77 .
50 ID.OR BOISE, ID _ 71.082% 4.737%
TOTALMTA  UT, ID, WY, OR, NV SALT LAKE CITY, UT TBAT4% 8.619%
81
157 CA FREBNO, CA u.sms 73.000%
371 OA REDDING, CA 77.85%% 41.570%
372 NV.CA RENO, NV .. 79.472% 11.167%
TOTALMTA CA, NV SAN FRANCISCOY
. SACRAMENTO, CA 91.830% 84.027%
83
331 WA OLYMPIA, WA 85.199% 76.500%
TOTALMTA WA SEATTLE, WA 89.818% 48.300%
85
41 MT, WY : BILLINGS, MT 47.1956% 6.001%

400 OR, WA PENDLETON, OR 71.062% 32.500%
TOTALMTA OR, WA, ID, MT, WY SPOKANE, WA 00.425% 16.369%




h\ack\pon\algjic.wks GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT . ~ 08-Nov-83

print METROPOLITAN AND RUBAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S

— e g V-

MYTA 27
BTAS

1 Bernalilo NM 480,577 1,108 8 74 480,577 1,168
Catron NM 2,563 89528 8 Z
Chola NM 23,794 4,540 8 &
Guadaiupe m 14.156 g:aﬁ : g
Herding NM 967 2,128 8 Z
Mora NM 4,264 1,831 8 -7 4
San Miguel NM 28,743 4,718 s

1 Sandoval NM 83,319 3,710 8 b 74 as,319 3710
8eoomo NM 14,764 6,847 8 7
Torrante NM 10,286 3,946 8 74

1 Velencia NM 45235 1,008 8 .74 452358 1,008
TOTALBTA S 686,612 42967 580,187 - 8844
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF BTA 8 35.553% 13.8040%

1 Eddy NM 48,805 4182 68 27 48,005 4,182
Otero NM 51,928 6827 128 &
Gulberson ™ 3.407 s 1a8 7

1ElPaso ™ 501,810 1018 128 o 591,610 1.013
Hudspeth R P, 2015 48571 128 14
Archuieta co 5,345 1,340 19 b7 4
Dolores co 1.504 1087 139 Z

1 LaPlala CO 32,284 1002 138 74 82,284 1,692
Montazuma () 18,872 2097 1% 24
San Juan o 748 W7 19 7

1 San Juan NM 91,805 5514 199 27 91,605 5514
8an Juan urT 12,621 7221 18 27
Apache AZ 61,591 11208 162 X

1 McKinley NM 60.688 5448 182 27 60,006 5,440

1 Dona Ana NM 138,510 3,008 244 27 135,510 3,808
Grant NM 27,678 3908 244 27
Hidaigo NM 5,958 448 24 27
Luna NM 18,110 2966 244 x
Sioma NM 9912 4,181 244 7

1 Chaves NM 57,649 6,071 386 & 57,8649 6.071
Lincoin NM 12,219 4832 06 {4
Lgc Alamos NM 18,115 100 407 27

3 Rio MFI;O NNM“ 34,385 ?g 407 27
Santa 58,928 407 27 1
Taos NM 23,118 2203 407 a4 so.920 o0
TOTAL MTA 27 2,118,890 139,043 1.708.200 35,582

METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF MTA 27 80.714% B/MW%
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GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT

111083

print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties State Populstion Square Metro Metro
County {4190 Mies BTAS MTA S County County
) Ceanaus) Populstion Aron
MTA 43
BTA 245
1 Mohave AZ 93,497 18,312 246 43
1 Clak NV 741,456 7911 245 43 741,450 7911
Esmeralda NV 1,344 3500 245 43
Lincoin NV 3,775 10635 245 43
Nye NV 17.781 18,147 245 43
TOTAL BTA M6 857,856 53,504 741,45 7,911
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 245 88.432% 14.761%
BTA282
inyo CA 18,281 1018 202 43
1 Los Angeles CA 8,003,164 4000 202 9 8,068,164 4,080
1 Orange CA 2,410,558 ™0 282 43 2,410,886 780
1 Riverside CA 1,170,413 7,208 a0 43 1.170.413 7,208
1 SanBemardino CA 1,418,380 2008 2@ 43 1,418,980 20,082
1 Ventura CA 668,016 1,046 202 43 600,016 1,848
TOTAL BTA 282 14,540,810 44,158 14,531,520 33,006
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 2862 00.574% 76.019%
1 Kem CA 543,477 8,142 8 43 543,477 8,142
Imperial CA 109,303 4175 14 43
1 San Diego CA 2,408,016 4204 402 8 2.498.016 4,204
1 San Luis Oblspo CA 217,162 3306 405 43 217,162 3,305
1 Sants Barbara CA 360,608 2738 408 43 360,608 2,738
TOTAL MTA 43 18,145,232 120,316 18,901,262 60,267
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 43 98.726% 850.080%



~ hijsckipeniplincpo2.wica GVNW ING/MANAGEMENT 11/10/83

primt METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties Site Popuistion Metro Matro
County {(4/1/90 r BTA#® MTA S Couty County
Census) Populatioh Area
MTA 43
BTA 248
1 Mohave AZ 83,497 13312 245 9
1 Clark NV 741 459 7911 245 9 741,459 7911
Esmeralda NV 1,944 3000 245 43
Lincoin NV 3,775 10,635 246 43
Nye NV 17.781 18147 245 43
TOTAL BTA 245 857 856 53,504 741,450 7911

METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 246 08.432% 14.761%
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11/10/03

METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 396

hAlaok\pon\poanb2.wk3 QVNW INC/MANAGEMENT
print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties State , Square Metro Metro
County (/1m0 Miles BTAS MTA & County County
Ceonsus) Populstion Area
MTA 71
ATA 338
1 Ciackamas OR 278,850 1,068 ° 368 71 278,850 1,868
Clatsop OR 338,301 827 368 Al :
Columbia OR 37,667 857 358 71
Grant OR 7,863 4520 368 71
Hamey OR 7,060 10,136 358 7
Hood River OR 16,908 522 358 ral
Linooin OR 38,889 900 358 71
1 Multnomah OR 583,887 438 358 71 583,887 435
Sherman OR 1,918 823 358 7
Tillemook OR 21,670 1.102 358 71
Wasco OR 21,683 2,981 368 71
1 Washington OR 311,554 734 358 ral 311,664 724
Wheeler OR 1,396 1,716 358 "
1 Yamhil OR 65,651 716 368 YAl 65,661 716
1 Clark WA 238,063 628 358 71 258,063
Khickitat WA 16,616 1,872 358 71
Skamania WA 8,289 1,667 358 71
TOTAL BTA 338 1,680,930 31,571 1,477,895 4371
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 358 87.401% 13.845%
BTA 305
1 Benton OR 70.811 677 396 71 70,811 677
Linn OR 91,227 2,29 395 71
1 Marion OR 228,483 1,186 395 71 228,483 1,186
Polk OR 49 541 741 996 71
TOTAL BTA 305 440,062 4,804 200,204 1,862
66.012% 38.047%
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METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 71

U N

h:\jack\pompoanb2.wks GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT 111078
print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL PORULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties State Square Metro Matro
County 4180 Miles BTA# MTA# County County
Census) Populetion Aren
MYA 71 (CONT)
Crook OR 14,111 2,980 38 ra)
1 Deschutos OR 74,958 3,018 38 ta 74,958 9,018
Jofferaon OR 13,678 1,781 38 Ia)
1 Coos OR 00,273 1,801 97 N 60,273 1,601
Curty OR 19,327 1628 97 71
1 Lane OR 282,912 4554 133 Al 282,912 4,554
Modoo GCA 9,878 a4 23 Fs
Klamath OR 87,702 5945 231 71
Lake OR 7,188 8,138 231 V4|
1 Cowiitz WA 82,119 1,139 261 n 82,119 1,198
Wahkiakum WA 8,327 264 261 4
1 Jaokson OR 148,389 2786 288 4l 146,300 2,786
1 Josephine OR 62,849 1640 268 71 62,848 1,640
1 Douglas OR 94,649 5037 385 7 04,849 5,097
TOTAL MTA 71 3,080,048 80,917 2,581,138 26,007
04.352% 32.140%
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h\jack\pen\apine.wk3 GVNW INCMANAGEMENT 09-Nov-§3
print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
ounty s B R0 Mees Jounty  Osunt
County (41190 BTAS MTA # County
Census) Pmn Area
MYA 77
BTA S0
1 Ada iD 205,775 1,086 50 77 205,776 1,088
Adams D 3.264 1,386 50 7
Boise . 10 3,509 1,902 80 77
1 Canyon ID 90,076 900 50 77 90,076 500
Elmore iD 21,200 3.07% 50 77
Gem 1] 11,844 863 50 77
Owyhee D 8,982 7478 50 77
Payetic iD 16,434 407 50 77
Valley o] 6,109 3,878 50 7
Washington D 8,560 1486 50 77
Baker OR 18,317 3,008 50 77
Malheur OR 26,038 5008 50 77
TOTAL BTA 80 418,603 34,728 205,081 1,045
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 0 71.082% 4.T37%
Bingham D 37,563 2006 200 77
1 Bonneville [}»] 72,207 1000 202 Y44 72,207 1,000
Butie D 2018 2283 202 77
Clark iD 762 1,786 202 77
Custer D 4,133 4928 202 7
Fremont D 10,037 1887 X2 77
Jefterson iD 16,543 1086 202 77
Lemhi iD 6.809 4864 202 77
Maciison ID 23,6874 471 202 77
Teton D 3,439 450 202 77
Teton WY 11,172 4008 202 77
Franklin D 9,232 e85 258 77
1 Cache uTt 70,183 1,165 288 77 70,183 1,165
1 Bannock D 66,026 1,113 3859 Y44 06,028 1,118
Bear Lake 1D 6,084 74| 363 77
Carbou iD 6,963 1,766 353 77
Oneida ID 3492 1,200 953 77
Power D 7,086 1406 353 77
Juab uT 5,817 3362 365 77 ,
1 Utah uT 263,500 1,008 365 7 263,500 1.998
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h\jack\perapine.wk3 GVNW INCMANAGEMENT 09-Nov-83
ptint METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SEL ECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
(e11/80 Wiles BTA# MTA S OCaunty County
County )
MYA 77 (CONT)
Beaver uT 4,765 2500 382 77
Garfleld uT 3,900 81786 382 77
iron ur 20,799 3200 IR 77
Kane uTt 5,169 392 3Im 7
1 Washingion ur 48,560 2427 392 77 48,500 2427
White Pine NV 8,284 8877 369 77
Box Elder uT 36,486 -5,724 380 77
Carbon uT 20,228 1479 390 7
1 Davis uTt 187,941 304 399 77 187,941 304
Duchesne uT 12,645 3288 300 77
Emery uT 10,332 4482 300 77
Mitlard Ut 11,333 6500 399 77
Morgan ut 5,528 609 390 V44
Piute Ut 1,277 758 390 144
Rioh uT 1,728 1080 300 7
1 Sait Lake ut 725,966 737 399 77 726,966 737
gmn uT 16,259 14868 390 77
uT 15,431 1910 388 77
Summit uTt 165,518 1871 399 n
Tooele ut 28,601 a8 3689 77
Uintah urt 2211 4477 399 77
Wasaich uT 10,000 1,181 300 77
Wayne uT 2177 2480 399 77
1 Weber uT 156,390 576 380 77 158,330 576
Uinta wYy 18,706 2082 399 77
Blaine D 13,552 2646 451 77
Camas D 727 1076 451 77
Cassia iD 19,632 2567 451 77
Gooding iD 11,633 731 451 77
Jerome 1D 15,138 800 451 77
Linocoin D 3,%08 1208 4561 77
Minidoka D 19,981 780 451 7 '
1 “Twin Falis D §3,580 1,928 451 77 $3.580 1,928
TOTAL MTA 160,607 1,942,224 18,780
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 77 TA47T8% 8.619%
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h:Alsok\pon\aponsie.wk9 QVNW INC/MANAGEMENT

print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S

c':'\:y B mm, ’:‘ BTAS MTAS m

Metbro
Coumty
Pepulation Area
MTA®
BTA 167
1 Fresno CA 067,480 5088 187 81 667,460 5,963
Madera CA 08,080 218 157 8
TOTAL BTA 187 755,500 8,101 057,480 5,988
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 157 88.9341% 75.000%
BYA ST .
1 Shasa CA 147,096 3786 71 a1 147,096 8,766
Siskiyou CA 43,531 6247 3N 8
1 Tehama CA 40 825 29851 SN 81 40,825 2061
Trinity CA 13,088 1A IN 81
TOTAL BTA 371 268,266 168,203 196,081 6,757
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 3 77.053% 1.570%
BTA 372
Alpine CA 1,118 7% 2 81
Mono CA 9,958 3046 972 1]
1 Carwon City NV 40,443 148 32 81 40,443 143
Churchi NV 17,8% 4909 32 &
1 Dougles NV 27,837 710 S 81 27,837 710
Eko NV 88 580 17182 872 81
Eureka NV 1,547 4176 372 81
Humbeldt NV 12,844 2048 N2 81
Lander NV 6,206 5404 372 1
Lyon NV 20,001 1904 972 81
Mineral NV 6475 8767 972 81
Pershing NV 4,9% 5000 372 8
Sworey NV 2,526 288 3§n 81
1 Washoe NV 254 687 sy I 81 284,087 8.2
TOTAL BYA SN2 279 84,431 322747 . 7196

439
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 372 TSATZ% 11.16T%
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hjacidpcriaponsis.wi GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT

print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S

Moo Counties  Siale Metro Metro
Oounty : Mm, e sTAS NTAS County ~ County

Population
MTA 81 (CONT)
1 Bulle CA 182,120 1,040 ”n a1 182,120 1,640
Qlern CA 24,798 1318 b a1 ’
Del Norte CA 23.480 1008 134 a1
1 Humboldt CA 119.118 3573 1M 81 119,118 3,673
Meriposa CA 14,902 1481 201 81 ,
1 Merood CA 178.408 1920 2 81 178403 1829
1 Stanisiaus CA 870,522 1405 309 81 370,822 1405
Tuolumne CA 48 A58 22% %3 a1
Amador CA 950,089 593 9% 81
Colusa CA 16,275 1,191 %N 81
1 El Dorado CA 125.9685 1,711 309 81 125,968 171
Lassen CA 27 508 4558 0 81
Nevada CA 78510 958 W 81
1 Placer CA 172,798 1404 %90 81 172,796 1,404
Plumas CA 19,739 2584 3 81
1 Secramonto CA 1,041,219 908 % 81 1,041,219 208
Slerra CA 3318 o953 3% 81
1 Yolo CA 141,082 1012 300 a1 141,002 1.012
1 Moritoray CA 355,000 3322 897 81 388,660 3922
1 Alameda CA 1279,182 738 404 81 1,279,182 748
1 Contra Costa CA 803,752 720 404 81 803,732 720
Lake CA 50,631 1.258 404 81
1 Mwrin CA 230,006 520 404 81 230,006
Mendocino CA 80,345 8500 404 81
1 Napa CA 110,765 T84 404 .1} 110,765 54
San Beniio CA 36,087 13800 404 81
1 San Francieco CA 729,959 47 404 81 723,950 47
1 San Matso CA 640,623 449 404 81 048,623 440
1 Santa Ciara CA 1,497 577 1,201 404 a1 1,487,577 1,201
1 Santa Cnz CA 220734 448 404 81 229,734 A48
1 Solano CA 840 421 404 81 340,421 828
1 Sonoma CA 308,222 1576 404 81 388,222 1,576
Caiaveras CA 31,998 1020 434 a1
1 San Joaquin CA 480,626 1909 434 81 480,626 1.309
Kings CA 101,480 1980 458 81
1 Tulare CA 311,921 4824 458 81 3119 4824
Sutter CA 84,415 803 485 81
Yuba CA 58,228 485 a1
TOTAL MTA 81 11,801,177 145,054 10,919,683
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 81 :}m ﬂm




h\jack\pon\pyeim.wic GVNW INC/MANAGEMENT 09-Nov-83

print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties Sl Populstion Square MeWro Metro
County _ (/10 Miles BTA# MTA S County County
Census) Popuistion Area
MTA 83
BTA 331
1 Lowis WA 50,368 2408 331 83 56,358 2408
Mason WA 36,941 981 3381 8
1 Thurston WA 161,238 727 391 83 161,238 27
TOTAL BTA 381 258,837 4,008 220,506 3,186
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 331 88.199% 78.500%
1QGrays Habor WA 64,175 1,017 2 83 64,175 1.917
Pacific WA 18,882 975 2 83
1 Whawoom WA 127,780 2,120 38 a3 127,780 2,120
1 Kisap WA 188,731 396 55 83 188,731 306
Clalam WA 56,464 1,745 3568 83
Jefferson WA 20,146 1909 306 83
Island WA 60,1956 2089 413 83
1 King WA 1,507,319 2128 413 83 1,607,319 2,120
1 Plerca WA 506,203 1676 413 8 508,203 1,676
San Juan WA 10,035 178 413 83
1 Skagit WA 79.555 1,795 418 83 79,555 1,796
1 Snohomigh WA 465,642 2090 413 83 485,642 2,000
Chelan WA 52,250 2922 468 83
Douglas WA 26,205 1821 468 83
Grant WA 54,758 2076 408 83
Okanogan WA 33,350 5268 468 83
Kittitas WA 26,725 2207 482 83
1 Yakima WA 188,823 4206 482 83 188,823 4,296
TOTAL MTA 83 3.827.175 40,349 3,420,804 19401

METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 83 . 80.610% 48.308%
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h\jack\por\pranehe.wk3 QAVNW INC/MANAGEMENT
print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA'S AND MTA'S

Metro Counties Ste Populstion Matro Matro
County anmo f BTA# MTA# m" Coumty
Census) Area
MTA 5
BTA 41 :
Big Hom MT 11,397 4,905 41 a5
Carbon MT 8,080 2,048 4 - ]
Carter MT 1,503 3,940 41 a5
Custer MT 11,697 3,783 41 -
Daniels MT 2,266 1488 41 a5
Dawson MT 9,605 2373 41 &
Fallon MT 8,103 1,000 a“ a%
Garfleald MT 1,680 4,088 41 as
Goiden Valley MT 912 1176 41 a5
MoCone MT 2276 2,043 41 e
Musseighell MT 4,106 1887 41 85
Petroleusm MT 519 1,004 41 ]
Powder River MT 2,080 3.297 41 85
Prairie MT 1383 1,737 41 a5
Richiand MT 10,716 2,004 41 8
Raoseveit MT 10,906 2,356 41 85
Rosebud MT 108308 - 5012 41 a5
Sheridan MT 4,732 1,877 41 a5
Sttiwater MT 6,536 1,706 41 8
Sweet Grass MT 3,154 1,085 41 a5
Treasure MT 874 979 41 ]
Valley MT 8,239 4921 41 8%
Wheatiand MT 2,246 1,423 41 - &
Wbaux MT 1,191 200 41 a5 :
1 Yellowstone MT 113418 2,805 41 a5 113419 2,835
Big Hom WY 10,525 3,197 4 85
Park wY 23178 6,943 @ 85
1 Sheridan wyY 23,562 2,523 41 o 23,562 2,623
TOTAL BTA 41 200,242 74,055 196,981 8,158
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 41 47.190% 1%
BTA 480
Giliiam OR 1,717 1,204 460 - ]
Morrow OR 7,625 2033 480 8
1 Umatiia OR 59,249 3218 400 - ] 59,240 3215
Unlon OR 23,508 2087 460 -
Wallowa OR 6,911 8,145 460 . ]
Columbia WA 4,024 00 400 85
1 Walla Walla WA 48,439 1,271 480 a8 48,430 1,271
TOTAL BTA 400 151,563 13,774 107,688 4488
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL BTA 460 71.082% 32.988%
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hjack\pen\pranehe.wia GVNW INCMANAGEMENT 09-Nov-83

print METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED BTA’S AND MTA'S

Counties Population Mewo Mewo
Sount e /M50 ’g' BTA# MTAZ#  County o::‘ny

County
Consus) Populstion
MTA 85 (CONT)

1 Qelintin MT 50,463 2,507 53 86 50,463 2,507
Park MT 14,562 2,086 83 85
Yeallowstone N.P. MT 52 245 83 85
Beaverhead MT 8,424 5,543 64 85
Deer Lodge MT 10,278 737 G4
Madison MT 5,000 3,587 64 a5
Powell MT 6,620 2,336 4 a5

1 Siiver Bow MT 33,041 718 64 85 338,941 718
Baine MT 6.728 4,288 171 - ]

1 Cascade MT 77.681 2008 171 77,001 2,608
Chouteau MT 5452 3973 17 8% . 3
Fergus MT 12,083 4339 1M1 85
Glacier MT 12121 2906 171 - ]

Hill MT 17,654 208 171 85

Judith Basin MT 2282 1,870 1" 85

Liberty MT 2,295 1430 1 a5

Moagher MT 1,819 2%2 1M 85

Phillips MT 5,163 540 171 85

Pondera MT 8,433 1,625 7 85

Teton MT 8,271 2273 11 86

Toole MT 5.046 1911 171 s

Broadwator MT 3318 1,191 181 85

Jefferson MT 7,930 1,087 181 85
1lewisand Clatk MT 47 A95 3461 181 - ] 47495 3,461
1 Fiathead MT 59,218 5009 224 85 59,218 5,000
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h\jaci\pch\pranshe.wks GVNW INCMANAGEMENT
print - METROPOLITAN AND RURAL POPULATION AND AREA
SELECTED ATA'S AND MTA'S
Metro Counties Siste Pepulstion Sgquare Metro Metro
County (411190 Wiles BTAS# MTA S County County
Census) Population Aren
MTA 85 (CONT)
1 Barion WA 112,560 1,703 228 -] 112,560 1,703
1 Frankiin WA 37473 1,242 228 85 37473 1.242
Cloarwatar iD 8,505 2462 250 %
idaho D 13,783 8405 250 - 85
1 Latah 10 30,617 1,077 250 a5 30,617 1,077
Lewis [2) 3,516 479 280 %
1 Nez Perce D 33,754 846 280 ‘85 33,754 849
Asotin WA 17,606 638 250 ab
Garfleld WA 2,248 7 250 a5
Granite MT 2,548 1,728 300 a5
Lake MT 21,041 1404 300 a5
Mineral MT 3316 1,900 300 86
1 Missoula MT 78,687 2508 300 a5 78,687 2,608
Ravalli MT 25,010 2304 300 -]
Sanders MT 8,660 272 300 86
Benewah iD 7937 776 425 86
Bonner iD 26,622 1,738 425 85
Boundary D 8332 1,260 428 86
1 Kootenai ID 68,785 1,045 4285 88 68,798 1,245
Shoshone ID 18,831 2084 426 a5
Lincoin MT 17481 3613 426 85
Adams WA 13,603 1885 425 8
Ferry WA 8,296 2304 425 8
Lincoin WA 8,884 2311 435 8
Pand Orefie WA 8,916 1400 426 86
1 Spokane WA 361,364 1,764 426 a5 361,304 1,764
Swevens WA 390,048 2478 425 85
Whitman WA 38,775 21650 425 . -
TOTAL MTA 88 1,863,336 211,480 1.297.727
METROPOLITAN PERCENT OF TOTAL MTA 85 08.429% 1?‘0.#

*x TOTAL PAGE.B17 *x



